(LIEBFR) ERENSEERN

BIH: 9~12 % )LE NI S AEIX [ OCHE: Sk H 2B AL I
E&: 20N WTE; R TRA; P—F8; ik Rird; &% Ba

E—4

HiEA1EBL:
B 1 ARBEFCR T HXIETFEEE N (2016) 4 hi Py T /N2 A R RO A T A B R
(the Scale of Stressful Life Events for Primary School Students, SSLEPSS). % w35l & 1“2
A TCZSOEE, AT BT R, PR SE PR P RS 0 HE A AT 5
P, 1 RoRBEARN?, 5 RoRFBEMER . R 3% m 26 v] LA & RO E Av;
WOKT = AARP N B AR . A B SRR SR R MUK T & 8 28 MEE R, AHTRE R
Iy REIXANZE T o BV N A T R M — DN TS, 45 S E A REEoK
SFRIR R, FE SR NIEE H S ERIBUK PR AMAE S B4 SR R RIBOK P m AN
TES MR A4 Z R
IR : [ A K F o

5, AT R AR A NEOK S EAT 1A M (r = 0.90, p<0.001), Jf KA
FAERIINAER 1 RFEIESCE 7 1] X5 RULHEARR B AT, NSFH S E
R Z [BAEAE R V)RR, X 5 HT AR 78 45 SR AH—S(Koenen et al., 2011). B4k, )
P IR 7, SR A AL 500y A0 SEEOKSE AR 4T S K 23 2H (Ter Kuile et al., 2007),
R T IX AL B 2 (B AAAE A DG, DRI e BB = SOOK 2 34 N, i RS IG
RESACFHARA 5 N BT HNEERER, SO E BN BT 7041 75 2 0

FLUGAEB R T Sk mNE 5 A2 7 A 1 AR B ) B BUK P 5 R B AR 5 JR AR Y
YER, BRSO EE R R, MUK AR, Wfats RS, B, SR
{4317 7 Kolmogorov-Smirnov £5%, p < 0.001, ANFF&EIESS . BifE, AHzBE
177 P RIES MR, Kolmogorov-Smirnov 1%, p=0.19, fF&ESM . ML E
FRHEAR 5 2 B U1 RN A, I AR B UK P 5 IR 4R A 2 8] ) 5% BRI 2 25 R
YRR, VEANEZE SRR 3. X —45 UL T AV 78 R B L SR T AR 48 S BRAS 52 31 N
PR 5 .

TATEHK Bkt & R e B g, IR T T, Bk

“ DLBCE AR M BUKE R RBRI TR o« AU ST (1 /2 A S A i)
o AT DA B I oA 3 B SRS PR AN T » 9 1 — D R 56 S 0K - 5 fivd 45 44 1 2 e
(K] I HRAS 32 B L A B s, i SPSS 26.0 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY) 34w it 2k ik
[ 5T 52 7 LA R NOBOK 5 H IR AR ¢ 2 BV 1 o o o A f A RS
B IR ST R S B R (W 3.1 1) 7 [ERLIESCER 58 7 )
)L NIRRT TP O7 ARAR e DU 30 IR A TR 43 AT ) SO R A (e
Wefh K-S KL, p=0.19). 7 [FEILIESCEE RN EE 8 1]
“3.2.3 MHEHH =N FMKFEHE XA TER

o A8 B AT R UEAR S 20 A R 1 RS I, RS B 0t LUK 5 v 45 SR 2 (A1)
KAKWE BEWETER, W3R 3. X85 R UL T AU 5T R I ) LEE NI B #2456
AN 2 B R AR R . 7 [VE L IESCEE R 55 10 1)



%* 3 NHMBEHHESNBKFEREREMEIRIER

P 1 T 2 i 3
AR? b SE AR? b SE AR? b SE
P9 {0 R 20 - 0 5 A4 AR
. 0.003
K 0.13 0.36 0.11 0.001* 0.29 0.28 ) 0.24 0.30
N 0.08 0.28 0.11 0.29
A8 H I 0.05 0.10
i {5 2K 5 A AR
i . 0.004
K 0.16 0.40 0.11 0.009* 0.63 0.27 ) 0.57 0.29
N A= -0.25 0.27 -0.22 0.28
R 0.06 0.10
L[] R S AR AR
. 0.001
N8 K 0.15 0.39 0.11 0.008°  0.17 0.28 ) 0.14 0.29
NI 0.24 0.28 0.25 0.28
22 H I 0.03 0.10
4 Bz B X K AR AR
. 0.002
MK 0.17 0.41 0.11 0.001* 0.44 0.27 ) 0.40 0.29
NS A -0.03 0.27 -0.01 0.28
R 0.04 0.10
Jidi =T /N T e T 42
} 0.001
K 0.18 -0.42 0.10 0.001* -0.33 0.27 ; -0.34 0.29
N A -0.10 0.27 -0.09 0.28
22 H. I 0.01 0.10

b= AERRUEALI R B SE = FRMER; Tp <0.05; 7 p <0.001; *AR? AR 2 FINIEIAY 1 [t R A5 4k PAR?
FEARTY 3 AR 2 (1) REARK .

B 2: BHZ9~12 &)L NI RN AR AR 5 B DhBEE LA, AC 5T 2 i
(RO LA, AH R AR, BRI TCIR 2 B ) 2 /b 5 i 25 K AT D e (A SR BB
7 [ S5 ML T RO R R S I S R A D RE ORI ?

[BIRz: U R T X L.

IR E— 25 B BT, 9 7RI AT 7T ) LB RO AR 22 SR IRAS 2 S A B s .
M2 T 1T Z M AR BT . BATRA T 2 on 22 BT s IR 70 41 (Ter Kui le



et al., 2007). #RIM, JLENFUKTAIRGHHEAFECR R IR, SERIREANECE T
K (R RL A R BT 44T 34 N, T RO RN A 5 ), AR
S IT T B, BATER T BT B 7 R X SO SRR AR R R K
PR o WD, MR NEOK T A IR AR R 58 R ANTEAE 25 1O TR 5 4
X —ER U T A TR B L LUK T AR 2 SR A 32 21 MR RO IR
A&, AR A AEAS CSORR ) D AN S R 23 G 0 1 I = i X LK T e 2 SRR PR 18 5 1
FAfI 7 M AN s RV WAL SO i 23 56 7+ 8 A1 10 11T,

B 3: I FHa s H IR AR, A7 i R R E A0, PR 4
FUEN VBM [FEFR /0T 5 ) LE ROEUK - B A OCHIN X o BJS, DL R X O R IX
(region of interest, ROttt 5 )L E MR ZAH KK FCo > JaFir XEE Tk, “FAMK
W)L ROOKT 3 25 H AT -1 -5 i X AR R A OG, S S I
OFC. i &y, FHIXLLfX X 5 Ho A I X PR e ot B2 25 B ) L 3 oK 1 3G I FAIC. > 31X A
AN SR A IEA— B, AR 25 SRR SHER R IR =k
IR : B H A KA E S = 0.

FESI EEsy, FATLRIR T Senl 5 RO R a5 M AT REAS IR T, R LT A - -
S X S AE N b R P BRI . B, Lim 2 GBI TR RN Tt iR, @
S B SERF A, KBTS H R IAE R A B PR A AU~ 23 X (Lim et al,
2014) . Mk, V2 i 2 A UE 5 1.3 B 2 A 60 4 7 385 G [X (1] Py e o 5 502 %, A0 OFC
W, AT A & (Goetschius et al., 2020; Lu et al., 2017; Sheynin et al., 2020). 45| )
W 5, AR T HEMAR 2 W 5 H v] Be SR AR B X .

Wik, VEEAME TR BRI IR, BT

RRPERTABEAL, AR : ) LB ROSOK Y 3 25 BT AR =10 S-S i DX P 2K 5 AR
DIReIEFEA G, W OFC. &y WA A%, 7 [FEWIEXE] Fi#55 588 3 1W].

B 4: ks, EEMEEE TS RFEMEILR, XM BARAEMERE AT
AR FEER T, SRAE E R IE T SRR KK p < 0.005, HIHKF
p <0.01 ] GRF Z HE L E? > BIH/KPF— i 7T 2 P<0.05, At 4 AHf 7T HL 0.012
[BIRZ: R o e SR A4 A 5 5 ™ 1 R e

B, BEFEFRMEICREFIAS MR 2 il af il R R K, HE3 T ik
MM FEE . X — i O RNE SRR 72358 70 [P WL ESCOT R R 0 58 3 ). ik, 1EEA7r4ite
BT BRI RR, B T AT £ E R IE R “URRKE p <0.005, FHBUKE p
<0.05 [f] GRF Z ELIHFIE” , FHxME ka4 Cik T TR E 515 1E.

B 5: stress_sqrt X —FEIER TH AR, EREBEUNERT, tn] DU HNEUKF
(stress_sqrt) XFERTT. AL I, <iaH B #4505 (permutation test) ¥ ik 25
PRE A 2000 /K, FAF—DEH 2000 4 r (%7041, HRYE r(predicted, observed) £ % 73 A7 H i
BRIV B EME pE. pld = EHE r KTEEET r(predicted, observed) 1k 5 B #: 1k
o VHEH 2000 K EHATIEH r AHSAT, Hbmic B TIME S FSE AR R r AL E
EIRz: B AL R B

B EF “stress_sqrt” TE N ¢ RAK P (stress_sqrt)” o HRAE H AR 2 BRI 2[00
ASCANES 10 TU], K T AR IR [FE @A) L3 SRS R TR Y B A 50 1 r (8 A
EICHEHE, 1 3(C).
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B 6: EREMANTT, MEHZET ERFMERRN, M55 M0 G W2 7 1 =353 Bt
H R EUR BOGEB IX I AE - BT [R5 B PR A R T i AN B B, b X o
M EIX AR R, T H R AWE? BIEAHTREOKE . M FEEE N B AR R A
AL, T A S G I XA R SOOI S, PR R MR S 2 ROI B AE LA H 4 #r
WA TEHE RN RS A A o SRR 7 BT 2l
[BIRZ: R e S 5 S

BATEEFE TR IR W £ X — ), g6 H T K 2 BRI 3[ LA SRS 7 1],
FAMEH SPM 12 B AESHER] . R K (stress_sqrt) LA S /5 5 (AE B IFAE) 2 22 B8 2R 1 [m] ) A
T, AT 5 RAUK P AE A OR ARR ER BAFERC BEAER, PR R TIV. SKH
IR Z K p <0.005, HIH/KF p<0.05 1) GRF L H LLEHFIE. %A KDL EL

o A R K S E 4 I AR R AR 1 (32 BLAE FAREAT T R A RN 43T, AR i
SR TIV. R IR 5 N K SFAERE R 5] (inferior occipital gyrus, 10G) K R AR FRAELE RS HAE
Mo BJE, $£I10G KIFARF MG 5 E I 5 AFER AT A S 8T, A8 2 e RIA
TIV. 45 BRI 9 % 4H(n = 24) N 0K - (stress_sqrt) 5 10G FZK AR FA &2 1EAHS, r = 0.58,
p<0.01; 10 %4 (n=26)F1 11 % 4 (n = 18) FI NI IIK 1 (stress_sqrt)5 10G 4K i A4 AR TG i 2%
FE; T 12 % 4H(n = 10) BB (stress_sqrt) 5 10G H A T ARFR 535 k5%, r = —0.79,
p <0.05. BlJE, LAIOG HIUEAE AL kR AL 5 mm A2 H/NER, 1EAThREE R 5,
[ R 22 B8 2R PE Rl A A R 2 B 4 68 5 REBUK P/ 106G TheiEs: EI HAERH, 45K
THAERAAEZE . X—2RRI, PEUKFS 106G KFARRI S EAHX X HBTE 9 S H
W o 10G JERIZAR G B JZ I —8B5% s 5 5 00 LRI 4 AR A5 2 AL B J2 e — A e B AT 9
HIgER, AHIXPia] B84 2= Bl A5 75 3 B I 21K ) 2% (Hubel & Wiesel, 1988; Shimada et al.,
2015). AT ANWFFLR, NEHRERMET(, 4871 ERFFAFEH B B2 /1) n] R 25
WAL HE Bz [ ) X 6 (Cwik et al., 2020; Tomoda et al., 2012) . X — 45 SR AT BESCRF 1 AME R AR,
R 2 A B W0 2R G0 5 52 B LI SR TE AR T (1) B 3 (Stevens et all., 2018). B8R 12 40
PIRHOKFE 106G R FARFR R ARG, (HIX—25 T A8 & T ZE R B Bl i
(n=10)Fk, ARKFHEILTHERILERAR AT — D HIR R .

gi b, AEFNCR R NSRS R, Bk

TEER S MABIT
“25.1 M5 RIEFRIE R MR E R




TEAMIKF L, SPM 12 FAFX R B K T (stress_sqrt) LA K 5 35 1 58 B ITIAL) 7
2 B ARNE PR, b5 NSRS R SRR g e HAE R, YA s aEis
TIV. KAEZKT p<0.005, FABKT p<0.05 [ GRF £ E LW IE. M5, $eid R
(R SRR X {5 518, KA SPSS 26.0 B, 43 IAE S AN Lo e 45 L R BOK 7
(stress_sqrt)-5 X W fixi X (RAH 5C Z %, Lhidk— %42 ) L 8 RIS Ik HR b 1) Y 25 AH 50 2 7 B 1k
MZES . AATIERZMNX, W LIZMN X A AL bs 4 [ O il 5 mm 2421/, E N IhREIE
BEAD T 550 FIRERFH 22 E 2R (R VAR TR 23 1 1) 5 IR PR X Th R ez T IR 22 LA
H .
2.5.2 NS AtEARIE X RO SRR 45 1E

TEAMK L, A SPM 12 #AEEXH RS . NI7K T (stress_sqrt) LA K 9 & FA 38 EL T4 2
2 B ARNE PR, ST ws 5 NIBOKSE KRR R A eSS HAE R, AR et i i
TIV. KHEZKT p<0.005, HAB/KT p<0.05# GRF £ E LW IE. b5, $eih B
(K B AR AR B X 45 518, SR SPSS 26.0 #tE, 43 HIAE AR [AI W4 4 55 ) L 38 B oK F
(stress_sqrt)-5 0F W X (IAH ¢ 8, DARE— 20 25 200 — AR 2L (1) BL IS B P8 A oo 3 AH G . 4
AEAE T DX, T LAZ A X (AR AR bR A [0 ] 5 mm 242 (1 /NBR, VB N ThREE R AT .
[ R FH 22 B e P [ A B 2R 2 A7 47 68 5 REOK ST AE 1 i X I D) B e B A2 BAEH . 7 [
DL IESC R 88 7 11

GRS HNBAT
“3.4.1 M5 MIEFRE KR E S

2 B AT R, P55 R K T (stress_sqrt) 784 A5t AR R ANTEAE 35 1938 BAF
H
3.4.2 N5 B HEARHE X BV SR A 4 AE

Z H I M RI, FRS REEUKEAERE T [B] (inferior occipital gyrus, 10G) 2K 5 74 AR
TEE B EWZ HAEF (AL bR: x = —53,y = —66, z = —11; 1KZKE =249 t=—4.08). Kihss Fos
SAEPRE SR SR ANE RS2 B K T (stress_sqrt) I mAH <, AR Y TE R TIV. 45
KW, 9 B (n = 24) I RIEIKF-(stress_sqrt) 5 10G A B AR FA S 2 IEAHG; 10 24 (n = 26)
111 % 2H(n = 18) I MK (stress_sqrt) 5 10G IR FARFATC R A 1 12 % 2H(n = 10)
(1) SR (stress_sqrt) 5 10G FIA AR R 2 AHOS, WK 4 B, beah, WA RIFS
5 NEOKSPAE 106G Dygedz B2 TAEH . 7 [FEILIE S EER 7026 14 T

0.65

e
n
N

GMV_I0G

=
=
n

0.35
0

stress_sqrt

4 )LE Rt A B A RS HHIE
. GMV = JRJF 4 - (gray matter volume); 10G = inferior occipital gyrus; L = left hemisphere; “p < 0.05; ™ p
<0.01.



WIRER BT :

CHAN, EREFEOHTRIL, MUK 106G KR ARFR R R IEA D R HIIAE 9 B4
o 10G WML JZ 1585y, ST TAL M AS B A5 i J2 8 — A T ¥
(P2 H, RAXFhn] BEE 22 B 45 5 A I 2k 1M k2% (Hubel & Wiesel, 1988; Shimada et al.
2015). AT ANWFFERI, MR, 2871 ERFFFE H I K EER )T fe 252
WAL J J2 1K) R B (Cwik et al., 2020; Tomoda et al., 2012) . X —45 A GE 3 37 1 LA W A,
B 28 4 o R A A R G B 52 B U AT ST AR s M P N S (Stevens et all., 2018). BRAR 12 %4
I REOK 510G A ST ARRRE 25 A OG, (HIX — 45 SR mT B8 & th TR B Be il b
(n = 10) AT 8. ARk Al — 2D 3T KRR ARSI M R A FE 25 552 RIS i H 3 DR IR (1) S B A 1%
RO B S 22 7 FFARBA ) LEE ORI AR 22 i 2 75 B A e TIUI A SR (1) RO P AR T AR AR
o 7 [VEILIESCTVEER 70 88 17 W)

B 7 BRI R SR RO R B AR OKCE S AR A, FE LN
BEAES ROEOK T (1 32 8508 S F A BN
IR : B ha & K .

RGN LA 2, 28 T RS A YRR T ) LB B R 8 SR IR 52 B S S A B = T
BATER T o I7 2501 BATE AT T AL BN A8 S 34T =K 3 2H (Ter Kuile et al.,
2007). SRT, JLEERCBUK TR SR B AR O KRB, SEYA NHE RECRANIE
BN X AN AR B AT 4 AT 22 50T ot MR A v SO T RIS RO AR R K P 4 2%
A 34N, (B B AR S K T LR 8 = SR 53 R A 5 N

PRI, JRATMEH 1 RN 75 8823 B 17 NSO ROBOK - S I R FR ¢ &R R VEH -
VT AT A, R AR SISO S I AR I SR R AN A S 2 IR T, 1X— 45
SR T AU T I ) L SR ST 28 DG TN 52 21 B I SR R Y R

FATVHEAE SRR R 7 2 A0 45 S0 3 G0 1 T A 5 0 K P w28 S B PR 18 1 4
(R 73 BT AR 25 SR [VE DL IR SO VR 73 56 7. 8 A1110 L]

B 8: e A X R I B SGBH T 45 Rt rva . an i HAbT NATE R
Wi, SFEER. JAS. A EndEdl BT AT VRS, I Hax A s FRAEOKF KA
RIS FITIRE A KRR, A RV EAUR . &, 5 OFC. i B5 A%
MIDIREAET 2, W — LG R SIS AR 56 R E A L I B P ity v DAHE BT

EIRZ: JE5 R KRR .

PATTHE R B H A i W 2R 7 FAB S A 155 25 & 38 (Positive  Affect and Negative Affect
Schedule, PANAS) (Watson, Clark & Tellegen, 1988), F-45 i 13 11 T W5 175 2 s 43 B e BN I
IR NI R EARBEAT 1A OG0T . TR TG 28 5 NS a6 70 BRI A S  r = 029, p <
0.01; SR BN r =034, p<0.01, VEANMIAHSEEE BN 1. Bk
LB INE] 7 IESCHIRR 1 [VE WIESCEE 8 ). SRR, NIHUK-FE, Bk R R
TR il , 1 5 /7RI 7045 AR — 2 (Gruhn & Compas, 2020), XA REMAT AER
JEHARIL T LB S B ROEOK T S8 2 1 26 T 1 B8 0 % o TH AR 48 5 i i IR AR DG 23
R, G % S 5ENE s X B AR AAFE 2 ARG, r=0.25, p<0.05; 55 EEIKE 4
A RIAZ B3, r=0.21, p=0.06. BV B 1% 26 8 el [m] A4 Bz 3 XK o AR R OR
SR, TH ARG 265 55 A AR At 0 i 5 K S AR AR AN AE BB AR G, S5 8= T0 N /N (1) Dy e
FEWAAFIE R FE A O, X LL 55 FUnT Rl Sl 1 HE AR R i &% = 2 iR DX AR DG D Re s 22, Ak
IR H i X RO BRI e 2 8] AN S —— X B 1) 26 & (Anderson, 2014), Bt LA 24117 45 S oAt
HEVE & T RE A o AR 7T 75 Bt — DA B AT 70 AT R I A ) L N5 K A S R B 75 i 175



LT 5 AN SR D) ReAS DU A Hh g R (IE LA ST bR B TRAE) o AEE A I — migh 78
B TSR A R .
BAMEB RGN T LR N2
T EEM I T X PANAS B .
“22.2 FHRIBEESR
K F B Watson 45 A (1988) 4 ffil] 1) FH £ 1 #1155 26 & 3% (Positive and Negative Affect
Schedule, PANAS). iZE&GFHERRIGLEMERIGLE N &R, KA Likert 5 &iit4r, M
128]5 ik “EaRA” 2 “AeW 27, SEUBE RS B AR EE 1% 28 808
i, AR, U255 E 3£ ) Cronbach’s o RN 0.79, TEMIE 44> 8381 Cronbach’s
o ZECH 0.75. AHEF R TINS5 2R 015 70 DL Hr Bt 48 5 ) L B UK P AR
B DM FR bR oS, 7[R ILIE STV 4 56 4 T
TG R T IERIEE SRS R
“THNE 1R SMA KFAAFRE IEAEDC, r=0.25, p <0.05(FF WP~ E 1). 7 [#
DL IESC &S SR 735 9 1]

Mize 1 JEHIRIEE S ROM/K FRAKIEFRE X TSR (N = 78)

RIS  mpdEdss s mOFC iR Insular ZRJGi{A STG & i {470 SMA KJfifAd  Insular-IPL R

THM G S 0.29” 0.34"™ 0.12 0.12 0.21* 0.25" 0.01
Fham -0.02 0.05 0.03 -0.04 -0.03 0.02 -0.01
ZHLH 0.19 0.20 ~0.02 0.16 0.06 0.02 011
IR 11 0.31" 0.31" 0.17 0.11 0.15 0.19 0.07

R 0.22 0.21 0.14 0.10 0.08 0.01 0.05
MR 0.27 0.30™ 0.12 0.16 0.20 0.24" ~0.02
4] 0.26" 0.25" 0.14 0.16 0.32" 0.34” 0.10

ph 0.08 0.10 0.02 0.07 0.19 0.19 0.04
ki 0.03 0.10 -0.05 0.08 0.07 0.03 -0.03

ZARIR 0.12 0.16 -0.04 0.02 0.04 0.18 0.08
ML A2 1) 0.19 0.23" 0.15 0.15 0.19 0.10 -0.10

7E: mOFC = WIIHEZIIH-(medial orbitofrontal cortex); Insular = fii %; STG = i I [A] (superior temporal gyrus); SMA= #liBhizz)
X (supplementary motor area); IPL = T5i F/Ni-(inferior parietal lobule); * #1623 5% p=0.06; "p<0.05 " p<0.01.

FEIESCHIBT A R B0 T F AR -

“Hn, AZ XKIALG B )R A PN X RLR 5C & (Anderson, 2014), AL
RV FU &8 SR A A7 oAt T B8 AR o ARORWIE T 75 Bk — 2B UE WA FE T R BN J LB 5 K
i (4 R IPRBE 75 45 5 28 TR 1 L5 DA R S5 D REAS AR S . 7 [V ILIESCRHE R 4028 19 1]

BI9: wa, AUTFMIRMICKR, IATEAT BER AT 2 B R D e <57 <Rl e
WO A ZE R N 0T 3R BUIN A A TR AR 1L ?
[BIRL: R R T X R

AW TR R R IEHER IR R R, X — ST AL AT T 1B I



FEWFRTR B T P LA S I i A R R IR . Bk

“HH OFC lrZ 5 it 4 n L(tn, T4 & 22 50 759) 1) 7 7 GRIIN OFC K AR FR IV 1S K)
Al BE 5 ) L3 R0 (48 45 %5 V) 96 1 (Kautz et al., 2021; McEwen et al., 2016). 7 [ WL 1E3C
R HB 28 15 1]

CEIBREMOIN LR R RN STG KU ARRIE K) Al REBU T3R5 W, SCEHY
W) FEE UL, 31X 5 ) L2 ARS8 047 26 (De Bellis et al., 2002). 7 [# RIESCH#&
#5328 15 ]

HRA2ENL:

I LI IO 0 S IR BT VS A BT RIBL 8827 ) B 52 17 5 ) LB RO 5% 1 K i 45 44 5 Th g 2
filf, BRI X P e P OBERH . NS B E R BEENIX . 2 RSEIE TS
REE T LE NP IER SHIE RS, %) L3 RO 0 R B AT B — e E R .
BT S 9130V, BiEobrarse, SREWET, WHeta —EHE. BRI, 2R
ARIKTPam, AONZAIE R R LB T o (B AT TLAN )] REAE 1R & ol — 2R 7t

BIRA: W <P RABAIN AN SN SR A AR DT e AE ) L2 N PR R EE AR
RPRAE TR, MeNIhEE RS X SGRIRTA? I 7L NN
(RIA 5 AR 2 AR5 LA X (B R AR R < BRAR R B R R G R, il i (R AT 4
PIbR. MAREEETT A0, B @ A S S M ThRE R, RG4St BRI H RS-
A B R Ao %M TT H IR Lol ORI 70 A JEi At ik ik
BIR: e R L KNI,

PATRH L BEAT TR B . BAR AT .

“IXRWILE A 28 0 R R AR T 12 25— I DX AT BEAE ) LR S ) A 22 S RS O
HAEM, ST G AN R (0, RIS AN S B AR A0 AR 5 5 TR /22
) D RE R AR R3S 05 LB B BT 3 D) ok iBe. 7 [P IR SCHE ZERR 23 56 1 ]

B 2: J7ik: MWL I, (R A REARTRAT I 2 B 45 SRR B AAE,
IRJE AT A X SeiE, X kg a1 B EE (0 Russell A. Poldrack, JAMA Psychiatry,
Establishment of Best Practices for Evidence for Prediction A Review, 2020). U1 5 Z4# F AL 252
215 BB AT F bR AR AT 28 XIHIE , E VI ZREE AT R IR B, MY, 12 F 20 4E .
EIRz: 7B e R X = o

HRAE T 5 3 W R AHERE STk, AR B AL L2 5 2] BRI AR ST AT 7 04 BT AN IR
B85 e 5 B 002 ) LB OBOKF- SR BB R AH O, DRI, 25T 45 ) I 28 D9 Rk AR & Ay 8 AH
<A &7 H(relevance vector regression, RVR) Tl AR 7R SR #4715 #4) X 245 B 75 T ) L 28 87 oK
-, I DU UE L 2 B SR PR AR S5 R AR f@ e . & RVR T A AL rh (R ik AR S 4 2
JUEE SRR K AR R G R, WA — e RR B E O AHI Fi Rk IR A fa e

BARTTE, SRR 0 450 9 25 4 N RFAIE AR Bk i 7 700 ) L 28 S UK RVR il
DAL, RVR FETHERCER A TUINME R 200 T SRR 2 1 )H(Cui & Gong, 2018). RVR /&4
TR DU HESE R 1 — PR B AZ 0 22 o[RS 2% 2] 77325 (Tipping, 2001). pREFRIA
N: ) =321 Bs (xi v x5) + Boo FTAIALE A B AEIME S LR, KE2HH
HEERAE, RAWMIFEARRRINGHE, XA “HXmE" , TG
B, BE, SRABKLSAMETIHE e B S E . AL RE BB ey “MHRGm &R A
FRVARFAIE [r) 2 A ISR o ARFAIE [ FR) AR 408 6T {18 FH SR 187 B AR AE X OIS 2R (1) DUk 26, 60



KA AL A K TTRR . bAh, SAERHT T “WoE " #, A8 A=
cov(X) xW x<cov(S) L, [ WA [X 5 Fill (4T 938 & 2 1] i AH ¢ (Haufe et al., 2014, Zhou et al.,
2021), e Ui Ee A R S AR SR ARG, WRLE S T AR B AR OC . AREFFT R, IR
28 5 TN ) BRSPS IEAE DG, B 4% -5 T ) S EOKS- RAAAEOG . BeE, i B — X X
IETHS RVR Tl

T Shen %5 A\ (2013) 1AM A s S R 4%, RFH KL HU% 1 AH AL (Kullback-Leibler
divergence-based similarity, KLS)k &4k i [X 2 8] (1) 45 M 28, BPAE v i ) 4% A i 1B
(Kong et al., 2014). &5, 4l S B IR H 268 AN X ) AR R I(E . ok, R
25 FE A+ (kernel density estimation, KDE) 55 H 54N X 2K 5 AR AR FROME R 25 5 R B0, W41 MR
HR T R B A 06 DX S5 AR B RN 22 70 A ek Bl(Wang et al., 2016). BEJS, T 5AE0T N
X M2 A7 bR B 1) 1) 22 S BN R I X KL B30 RME CAAE N S BB 08U E . T)a, AR
PiIX Le{f 355 268268 F45 fIHLRE:

TR AT I, T KL S5 2451 RVR BEAUN ) LEE RAEOKT BT EE 718 r = 0.24,
p=0.07. HTIATIATHIRIRRME ST, W& EEWIE—ERE L RBUHEZ EX ) LE
NEEOK ST EE 7. AR SUKSE b, FRATRBHER: . 301 AN B 20 X AEFT 10%01
BRZE I DX, Wi B T LB RIBOR PR RRAR D 4 SR AR v, DL 2. S TAEMI 25K B
RO IR REA IR EE S, {7 Noble %5 A\ (2017) % s P25 i il 43, EL4E 8 /NRIZ%,  RIT PN (0
- #% (medial frontal network, MFN). #iIii[% 4% (frontoparietal network, FPN). KA %%
(default mode network, DMN). &1z 3/ X 2% (sensorimotor network, SMN). 2% i % £% (saliance
network, SAN). LML (L&A MG 1. 2 XA GG & X visual network, VN). J7 4%
(subcortical network, SCN)A1/IMigi X124 (cerebellar network). 1E P4 ()i 5 F A rh7E SMN Py 5
(45 M. SMN-SAN. SMN-VN L& SMN-FPN Z [8] [ Z5 R A R T IE 4%, TEIZ%
G5 R R R TR 1) ) L SO E s /MI-FPNL ZMii-VNL SCN-VN ] i 45 14 1%
FERRS T AR 2, A7 I 28 i i P AR T 1 ) L 2 SRSt b s, ] 3.

FEIEMZEH, SMN A1 VN J& T R G0, Totaiin L. sshis sl LR A RAT i
% (Bonini et al., 2014; Roger et al., 2010; Tomoda et al., 2009); SAN 11 57 I 42 F1 3 & P AR 2
2R (Manoliu et al., 2013; Uddin, 2017); 1fi FPN =223 K BT Thag, il ol 5 H Atk
e R4t 1028 B 2R g PRod b & B IEAE 34T (14155 (Cole et al., 2013). MATEZ J IR
PRE, BR T IEE 2 G0 B AR AR AR AN G5 1) (1) 8251 23 ) A= 238 A1 (Chiio et al., 2012; Tomoda et all.,
2011), SMN 5 VN. SAN HI FPN Z [Alff] FC 5B thox tHEL R, 1XA] BE S it il ik 1 2
P HR v DA KM UM S 0 21k &2 5k Sk (Soares et al., 2013; Yu et al., 2019; Zhutovsky et al.,
2021). fEMMZEH, ANWAN S B @A KM Hid 5 &mZolmygef 5%, it g n LA
F iR U (Blithikioti et al., 2022); 1M SCN 1 57 Il T H /&G RS0 (W1, VN)IE N BB, I
TGS AT AN 45 [ B (Teicher et al., 2016). DIAERFFCH R I, 5 RORUE IR 5 /N ik
—FPN. /Mixi-VN A1 SCN-VN FJ 5 5 A 5%, T U B s M IMASS 3 A1 B RIS 1 71 g
N, od R S EUT A A YR ) B (Holmes et al., 2018; Rabellino et al., 2018
Teicher et al., 2016). ¢ L, ARHLASZ IS5 RRIH,  1EPY 2545 M AR 53¢ g AR 7 X 4%
SR AU EEAR ) ) LEE AT BE 2 5 iy B SEBOK T AR RATY 75 K& FURARIA ) L2 S A 1)
IR 28 P b 22 Al

PATTAEAE SRR TP 1 LR N7

HEE MBI

“ELT AR BTN e A B, S B . BIT SRAE . LA R 280 ) LB R
KP BAT A T Ge 7y 7 [FELIESCH SR 1 1]



HEHHBIT.

“Br_EIRAT UK ATAN, AT TOIE R T LA 2] BT VEAE M 28 K- o) ) LB B I
(AR 22 S AT TR0, 3BT I 5 R o0 SRR ARME M S RF . 7 [ERIEXCHT S HA5E 3
]

TTEEER MBI o
“2.3.4 G LEADE
BT Shen %5 A (2013) it A @ 4 fa i pN 28, K KL #5fE AHALLRE (Kullback-Leibler
divergence-based similarity, KLS)> kA0 [X 2 (8] 25 b4 BAE,  1E i 4% Hhads (1) 4E (Kong
etal., 2014). 15 %%, $EHCH XA 1 268 AN X ) AR 5T AR FRIMEL - FEI, {8 FH A% 6 B2 A7 11 (kernel
density estimation, KDE) 5 4540 X 2K J57 A4 AR ME 20 2 152 pR 20, AR AR AWE 2364 i iR 45045 2
B0 XA 5 AR R R R 204 B B (Wang et al., 2016) . Bt 5, 5450 v X HESE 20 A7 R 5L
AV 22 e B A BRI X KL B3O (B DA R Z5 e e e BB . 55, 3RAS 268X 268 11
SGERIFERE. N T AEMEE KT AR IR EE R, T Noble %5 A (2017) % i X 28 11143, A
15 8 AN, HI A% 2% (medial frontal network, MFN). %01 171 X £% (frontoparietal network,
FPN). BRI\ 4% (default mode network, DMN). 81z 21 4% (sensorimotor network, SMIN).
I8 3. M 2% (salience network, SAN). #85¢ M 25 (BL & Ao 1. 2 XIS A [X; visual network,
VN). JZ /4% (subcortical network, SCN)FI/Nii k4% (cerebellar network). ” [¥ WL IE 7
#5355 6 ]
“2.4.2 tEFF IMTUNAEE 4
K A 5% 1) £ [ H (relevance vector regression, RVR) Tl ) L2 B 3K T SRSt i 45
Ry P 28 A R AR B R S 7PN ) L 3 SABOK-F (1) RVR IR . RVR s 2 T2 DLt dir it
R — MR BUAZ 1 2 Je RN LA ) k. BRBERIESN: F() =321 By (g x5) +
Boo AR ATH B ATINER S eI iR, REBBERENE, WA FEARK
WIGRIERL, XL AN “AHRmE” , H TG TR, fEE, KA THE
e S B BRRARECN “AHR MR FEARHIE ) & 1 DI (Tipping, 2001).
TREAE 1) 8 (AL R o) P T 0 B AR %o T A 2R 1 D ik 8, 4 0 RO AR R AZ R XS
PR I DTHR R ER . AHE FC B TR AE AT 10% i IX o BEAk, R A A = cov(X) x W x
cov(S) MR EBEAT T “BuE AR B, DL B X5 T A 47 AR B 2 1] R 5% (Haufe et
al., 2014, Zhou et al., 2021), BIERIZE 5HNAC R IEA R, T4 5 AR R . 7 [
LIRS EEER 73 26 7 1]
ZERI A IEIT .
“33ETHHRZEINTN T HhLER
BT 4 () RVR R8RSR DI 25 2 2 i Fieill L 28 B 0UK-F(r = 0.24, p =0.07, WA
3). 1EYIAUKF L, OFC. STG F1 SMA AT HI 10% k2 i X 1 (VE WL % 2), X5
R SFARFAGE A — 5. AEMEZ K, SMN PWERI4E %% . SMN-SAN. SMN-VN
DL S SMN-FPN Z [A] ) S5 AL R B T I 4, HL S b e e lint, MOBUK-F-lkisrs ZNIs-FPN
/IMIE-VN. SCN-VN Z [B [ GE R il 1 82, L MRk s, I it iy oK~
s 7 [V IESCEE R 5 10 1]
WRE MBI .

“RLES S I TN 23 A B, SMINL S ) 25 46 1% 4% . SMN-VNL. SMIN-SAN LA f2 SMN-FPN
Z B B S5 KB BT T ) L3 SRS IE R 25 /Nii—FPNL /Misi—-VNL SCN-VN Z [H]
) 455 R JZE A BT TN ) L35 I KT I 7 kR 2% . 6T IEM 4%, SMIN AT VN B T8 R 4¢
TR N T 8 sh% H) LA AT NI 42 (Bonini et al., 2014; Roger et al., 2010; Tomoda
etal., 2009); SAN f1 57 Wi 45 FIHE A P4 A0 22 2 3 ¥ (Manoliu et al., 2013; Uddin, 2017); 1] FPN



F B R PAT M DhEE, 18I O 5 AT R 2R 45 1) A8 BB R I s o B E AR R AT AT
% (Cole etal., 2013). SLUFRFFLERMA, MALEETINEEE, BTG RSN E
IR AR S A2 2448 #M(Chio et al., 2012; Tomoda et al., 2011), SMN 5 VN. SAN F1 FPN
Z A1) FC et 2 LR o, X 5 AR i B2 sy DL S OHE DL 4 HR ik 55 A 9K (Soares
etal., 2013; Yu et al., 2019; Zhutovsky et al., 2021). KT ML LR, INNAN S B Fisshf
K, W5 @GN T RE WG &5 0 TAVES R T A ¢ (Blithikioti et al., 2022); 1fif SCN 4 57 il -
HUEGE RS0, VNN R B, s HL A8t /e 87 (Teicher et al., 2016). b4k, %%
7 A S RCRE IR 5 /Nii—FPN . ZINidi—VN AT SCN-VN 1) 55 55 836 5%, 1t B 13 N BANMA S P 4h
RIS R N R, Ik S B B v A2 A 2R B (Holmes et al., 2018;
Rabellino et al., 2018; Teicher et al., 2016). MFT4E KK, L5H ML ARLINE T RE 5 L NI
MR 22 A 0% BARILTINRE IfE Gt PSR 3, (B B T BRAR RIS R 2516 ¢
PRI AT SR .7 [P IESCI 1R H6 2 3 17 1]

Mgk 2 F5UM ) LEE BBk P STRRER BT 10968 A X

i X T oBR YR
Btk H 0.007
BT[] el 0.012
T 5] H 0.007
Bl .
itk 7z 0.010
B ] 7 0.012
(L INE] Yo 0.018
gzl X H 0.006
e 5 [l H 0.040
ZFX L 18l H 0.007
L 18] H 0.008
L 18] H 0.010
fE A5t H 0.008
A B =l 5 0.008
R = Yo 0.004
18] H 0.006
Tiim To L [a] Ve 0.041
it el Yo 0.007
T al H 0.007
L al H 0.008
W% rh T [a] 5 0.011
Ay i H 0.004
/AN _E 3 H 0.019
/N i ] H 0.004
. /N R Yo 0.011
/N o
ANl Yo 0.006
/N Yo 0.011
/N3 Yo 0.050
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[BIRZ: B e KA Mo

FAVE ] SPM 12 Bt 5] K T (stress_sqrt) LA 9935 ()28 T Tk 72 % B 26k 1]
VARERL,  A3AT I 5 N K TE K AR _E R HARR, AR E AR TIV.
KA ZE KT p<0.005, HHIKF p<0.05 /) GRF £ EEHLEHIE. A KN EELER,

o U4 AN ST TE A AR R AR R _E 1028 LA P EEAT T 3R A 4, A8 2o
WAL TIV. & IR 5 R K P22 RE T [\l (inferior occipital gyrus, 10G) K Ji A& FRAEAE AE HAF
M. BjG, $H10G KFEMEIESE, H-5BANFRAEAT AT, PhEE )
A TIV. SRR Z 4 (n = 24) /1 MK T (stress_sqrt) 5 10G FIR RT3 IEAH IS, 1=
0.58, p<0.01; 10 Z4l(n = 26)F1 11 % 4l(n = 18) N I/K - (stress_sqrt)5 10G K i AR
ToiwERIE: 1 12 B4 (n = 10)K) R K T (stress_sqrt) 5 10G K FARARE 2 AHDG, r =
—0.79, p<0.05. BJ5, LA 10OG FUEEAE Asbr A B0l 5 mm SEAR /R, ARy DhRe ez b
Frio FIFERH 2 ELRVE RN o MraE s 5 MUK 1R 10G Thiaeds: FINZ BAEH, 45
BRIUZHAEAANEE . X RRI, REUK 5 106G KRR 534 A O HBLE 9
L. 10G RYIBAGE 21—, SsTn TAME I EAE B LS 2 — N T
S R, AR R ] 98 1 2 b 4 75 A H TR 21K 1T 98 2% (Hubel & Wiesel, 1988; Shimada et al.,
2015). ATABFICRI, NEAHSHIZTI (0, 4 05%77 EAF Ak H i 5% B2 5 77)n] G 2 R
WA B 5 1) % B (Cwik et al., 2020; Tomoda et al., 2012) . 3% —45 B a] RE S #F 1 LAE A0 55,
B 28 4 o R H AR R G0 5 2 B T i ST A s Ml PR N (Stevens et all., 2018). BRAR 12 %4
IR 10G IR ARG 2 A OG, (HIX — 425 AT RS Tz aE b B ik i g b
(n=10)AT S, ARTEEET BRI LEF AN T — D IR &R .

g b, AICH Bt WA RS R, BRI

TTIEER S RBIT
“25.1 NS RIEMEX MR ER

FEA MK, fH SPM 12 BAEXE R BEBK T (stress_sqrt) LA K 9 2 1 5 ELIRUAL)
2 F LR M (AR, A AT )5 SRS AR R AR AR R B HAE R, HhAs B aE s Al
TIV. KHAEZEKF p<0.005, FHIKF p<0.05 ) GRF L EELEHIE. F)G, HEHHEE
IR FARRIG X M5 518, KA SPSS 26.0 B, 437 53 e AN Lok 45 ) L3 B K T
(stress_sqrt)-5 0 B X FRIAH 5C R AL, DLIE—20 5 58 ) L3 IS i Fie s 1) 8 AH O 2 15 LA 1k
W ZE St FAFTERE MK, I DAIZE A DX (U E A AR [ Co i) 5 mm B4R (1 /NER, VBN IhRE %
PIFNT A FIRER FH 2 B2 [ RS B 37 1 1) 5 RSO PR 1 i X Th e e b 128 HAE
i
2.5.2 RIS BN e AR AR X HO SR B HFAIE

AR L, T SPM 12 85 4ERE . MK T~ (stress_sqrt) A K 9 2 1 A8 B I AA)
2 LM (AR, TR S 5 N UK R K FRARAR R B HARH, PhAs s R fi
TIV. FKHEZEKF p<0.005, HH/KF p<0.05H GRF £ EELEYIE. )5, feilh B
BRI SR ARG X A5 518, SR SPSS 26.0 #fF, 2 BIFEAS A 4F S 4Lt 5 ) L2 MoK 7
(stress_sqrt)-5 X5 MK X [PIAH O R EL, LAE— 2025 52— SF R 2H V) BL 3 S i 4a b i A o0 . 45
FEAE X, U DAAZ X (U (1 AL b M B Co ) 5 mim 242 (R /NER, A N Sh BEIE R Rl 45
[F)FE R F 22 5 2R (R VA R S AT 08 5 S0P AR 12 0 X O Sh e e L Rse BAE . 7 [
WAESCITIEER 7y 268 7 1]

P Sridin] AR
“3.4.1 NS RIEREX IR ER

% B [R5 R IR, P 5 N KT (stress_sqrt) £E 4 ik K AR ANTEAE 535 (1958 HAE
i



3.4.2 NS AtEARIE X RO SRR 45 AE

Z BRI KL, FEW 5 NIUKFELERE T [ (inferior occipital gyrus, 10G) 12K i /A& FH
TEAE 35 1038 HAE F (A4 F5R: x = =53,y = —66, z = —11; AZKE =249; t=-4.08). Kiss B1E
SR SR T S REANE RS NOK T (stress_sqrt) KIRA ¢, BRASE AR TIV, 45
R, 9 % 2H(n = 24) ) NIK - (stress_sqrt)5 10G 1K AR 2 IEAHOC; 10 % 4H(n = 26)
F1 11 % 2H(n = 18) [ N/K - (stress_sqrt) 5 10G FIRKFAKRFJC R Z A0 9%; 1 12 % 4H(n = 10)
1) R BK - (stress_sqrt) 5 10G I JFARFR 2 (ARG, Wik 4 Fros. Ak, A KIFR
5 NEOKSPAE 10G yRededs FiAz BAEM . 7 [FEILIE SO EES 7028 14 )

0.65

e
n
N

GMV_10G

S
=
n

0.35
0

stress_sqrt

4 )LE R B R F R T
. GMV = JRJF 4 (gray matter volume); 10G = inferior occipital gyrus; L = left hemisphere; “p < 0.05; ™ p
<0.01.

TR RBIT

CHAN, FEREFEOT R, RIEUKT S 10G K FRRR 35 IEA S L HIEE 9 B4
W o 10G JEVIHAR G B JZ I —8B5% 500 RO 338 T A A5 J2 AR B J2 e — A v B AT 9
(PG5, X P AT 28 1 2> b6 45 5 B I 210K 1M 2% (Hubel & Wiesel, 1988; Shimada et al.
2015). RUANWFFLRE, ROAHKMIE DTN, 407507 e H R el B i K REH: 1)l g2 52
WIS B2 )2 B % 7 (Cwik et al., 2020; Tomoda et al., 2012) . 3% —4% B Al fe S KF 1 DAE W A5,
R 26 4 B 22 2R85B ST 7 R VH A2 Wi RT3 (Stevens et al., 2018). B8 12 S 4H
FIRHOKES 106G A AR R 35 ARG, (HIX — 45 SR T RS2 i T2 AR B Be it i s>
(n = 10)FT 8. ARATHE— DI T RAEAKE R A P 2552 N IS5 i H B S TE 1) S B A
RLCLRE I 22 5, FEERIA ) LEE S AT 28 A i A2 75 A 05 e e TN L A K 110 I 7K~ R T A
“. 7 [FEWIESCOTIERR 73 88 17 1]

B0 4 R 2, WS-TUF/N(Insular-IPL) 2 R T r {8, SRR t{E8 z {5, spm [[H]
H T R B
[BIRZ: &R A KR OB

BATCKe I 5 AT 1R 2 A IR I BB SO AL, F LR 207 L IE SC&5 B 40 26 10 1]

BN 5: “ERERMBIRGESECNIEIES D A(K-S 15, p<0.001; WHE 1A). BEjE, Xf



JEGE R B AT PO IRAS . FRFT T ARG IE S FE T BE 2 2 log #64, FRUUMEH iR —
Ny AIATRNIESC.
[E1R7: B e KA 40 I

BB IEAIRZ TN, WA M . ML TP o i, X% 4
MI2UIE T B, AR EE LA IE, HIEmEKIN GRS . BATH RN Hoktr
SR R, B B0 BN 1.57 B 9-0.70, 10K T 7 M H BRAw M 1.57 #E40y
0.61. Uk, AVKHTFFCX ORI BORAT T PR . Ihah, A TIREGZHS AN &
HE, BATEIN T FREAE S 7 i e i A 9 SCRR (A0 Ferketich et al., 2005; Song, 2013) [
WIESCE 8 T

B 6:  JERXS)LE RO R TR AT IS, X T N IR I T R, T
BT AL A B BB R, WAHR AT 7006 ) L3 S35 3 T A T e mes LA 52
BEX.
IR : B ha & KR .

AT X — AT 7B, BRI

CARHIE TR I L NS U5 R G R P AR O A (RO R S AR RPN 5 A
TH AR A7 28 R0 B R A — 3 G- B A DX A 0%, I00T ) L2 S 7 H F s AR T il SR s B A i
B o KR ORI LEN M SES ORERE, HE PR MpRER,
Wi AN I 85 4 7% (Berens et al., 2017; Smith & Pollak, 2020). MAT NINRIETKE, % T15%
VAT IR IE I ZREe A RUSEE A REECIR B 28 TR, JF e A M N A 15 2
J"3Z N (Bai et al., 2020; Saedpanah et al., 2016). [Ritt, A SRHF 7T AR _ R DI ZRE R
KT LEMTEZ ThEe, FHOLdE HARE B3RS IRE, LG FI TR SOEonT ) L2 RE i)
M, MWPHEZHERE, I RHMEAEYTB, WAV R 2L AR5 i o)
IR, T A5 P DX R TS MORE IR B g 7 EE ) I R4 (Bari et al., 2014; Hamani et al.,
2020; Schlatter et al., 2021). ” [# WLIESCER 18 ]

BIL7: <GP LENA LRt TR, R UUR AR, BRI, BT
RSB BRI % B AR V)N 2 A 08 e 2 A Asas &7 2 1T 00 LA . K 4l A
SLht, VBM i ROz SR B A
BIRz: U R L XA

A DIz LR I_AT T2, BRI

“ONRE— DR )L NI 2 SRR 1 SR SRR 7 [FEILIESCER 16 1]

SR

Anderson, M. L. (2014). After phrenology: Neural reuse and the interactive brain. MIT Press.

Bari A, Niu T, Langevin JP, Fried I. (2014). Limbic neuromodulation: implications for addiction, posttraumatic
stress disorder, and memory. Neurosurg Clin N Am. 25(1), 137-45.

Blithikioti, C., Nufp, L., Guell, X., Pascual-Diaz, S., Gual, A., Balcells-Olivero, M., & Miquel, L. (2022). The
cerebellum and psychological trauma: A systematic review of neuroimaging studies. Neurobiology of Stress,
100429.

Choi, J., Jeong, B., Polcari, A., Rohan, M. L., & Teicher, M. H. (2012). Reduced fractional anisotropy in the visual
limbic pathway of young adults witnessing domestic violence in childhood. Neuroimage, 59(2), 1071-1079.

Cole, M. W., Reynolds, J. R., Power, J. D., Repovs, G., Anticevic, A., & Braver, T. S. (2013). Multi-task
connectivity reveals flexible hubs for adaptive task control. Nature neuroscience, 16(9), 1348-1355.



Cwik, J. C., Vahle, N., Woud, M. L., Potthoff, D., Kessler, H., Sartory, G., & Seitz, R. J. (2020). Reduced gray
matter volume in the left prefrontal, occipital, and temporal regions as predictors for posttraumatic stress
disorder: a voxel-based morphometric study. European Archives of Psychiatry and Clinical Neuroscience,
270(5), 577-588.

Gruhn MA, Compas BE. (2020). Effects of maltreatment on coping and emotion regulation in childhood and
adolescence: A meta-analytic review. Child Abuse Negl. 103, 104446.

Ferketich, A. K., Ferguson, J. P., & Binkley, P. F. (2005). Depressive symptoms and inflammation among heart
failure patients. American heart journal, 150(1), 132-136.

Hamani C, Davidson B, Levitt A, Meng Y, Corchs F, Abrahao A, Rabin JS, ... & Lipsman N. (2020). Patient With
Posttraumatic Stress Disorder Successfully Treated With Deep Brain Stimulation of the Medial Prefrontal
Cortex and Uncinate Fasciculus. Biol Psychiatry. 88(11), e57-e509.

Haufe, S., Meinecke, F., G&gen, K., Déne, S., Haynes, J. D., Blankertz, B., & Bief3nann, F. (2014). On the
interpretation of weight vectors of linear models in multivariate neuroimaging. Neuroimage, 87, 96-110.
Hayes, A. F. (2013). Introduction to mediation, moderation, and conditional process analysis. Journal of

Educational Measurement, 51(3), 335-337.

Holmes, S. E., Scheinost, D., DellaGioia, N., Davis, M. T., Matuskey, D., Pietrzak, R. H., ... & Esterlis, I. (2018).
Cerebellar and prefrontal cortical alterations in PTSD: structural and functional evidence. Chronic Stress, 2,
2470547018786390.

Hubel, D. H., & Wiesel, T. N. (1998). Early exploration of the visual cortex. Neuron, 20(3), 401-412.

Koenen KC, Uddin M, Chang SC, Aiello AE, Wildman DE, Goldmann E, Galea S. (2011). SLC6A4 methylation
modifies the effect of the number of traumatic events on risk for posttraumatic stress disorder. Depress
Anxiety. 28(8), 639-47.

Kong, X. Z., Wang, X., Huang, L., Pu, Y., Yang, Z., Dang, X., ... & Liu, J. (2014). Measuring individual
morphological relationship of cortical regions. Journal of neuroscience methods, 237, 103-107.

Noble, S., Spann, M. N., Tokoglu, F., Shen, X., Constable, R. T., & Scheinost, D. (2017). Influences on the
test—retest reliability of functional connectivity MRI and its relationship with behavioral utility. Cerebral
cortex, 27(11), 5415-5429.

Rabellino, D., Densmore, M., Théverge, J., McKinnon, M. C., & Lanius, R. A. (2018). The cerebellum after
trauma: Resting-state functional connectivity of the cerebellum in posttraumatic stress disorder and its
dissociative subtype. Human Brain Mapping, 39(8), 3354-3374.

Schlatter S, Guillot A, Schmidt L, Mura M, Trama R, Di Rienzo F, Lilot M, Debarnot U. (2021). Combining
proactive transcranial stimulation and cardiac biofeedback to substantially manage harmful stress effects.
Brain Stimul. 14(5), 1384-1392.

Shen, X., Tokoglu, F., Papademetris, X., & Constable, R. T. (2013). Groupwise whole-brain parcellation from
resting-state fMRI data for network node identification. Neuroimage, 82, 403-415.

Shimada, K., Takiguchi, S., Mizushima, S., Fujisawa, T. X., Saito, D. N., Kosaka, H., ... & Tomoda, A. (2015).
Reduced visual cortex grey matter volume in children and adolescents with reactive attachment disorder.
Neurolmage: Clinical, 9, 13-19.

Soares, J. M., Sampaio, A., Ferreira, L. M., Santos, N. C., Marques, P., Marques, F., ... & Sousa, N. (2013). Stress
impact on resting state brain networks. PLoS One, 8(6), e66500.

Teicher, M. H., Samson, J. A., Anderson, C. M., & Ohashi, K. (2016). The effects of childhood maltreatment on
brain structure, function and connectivity. Nature reviews neuroscience, 17(10), 652-666.

Ter Kuile MM, Vigeveno D, Laan E. (2007). Preliminary evidence that acute and chronic daily psychological
stress affect sexual arousal in sexually functional women. Behav Res Ther. 45(9), 2078-89.



Tipping, M. E. (2001). Sparse Bayesian learning and the relevance vector machine. Journal of machine learning
research, 1(Jun), 211-244.

Tomoda, A., Navalta, C. P., Polcari, A., Sadato, N., & Teicher, M. H. (2009). Childhood sexual abuse is associated
with reduced gray matter volume in visual cortex of young women. Biological psychiatry, 66(7), 642-648.
Tomoda, A., Polcari, A., Anderson, C. M., & Teicher, M. H. (2012). Reduced visual cortex gray matter volume

and thickness in young adults who witnessed domestic violence during childhood. PloS one, 7(12), e52528.

Wang, H., Jin, X., Zhang, Y., & Wang, J. (2016). Single-subject morphological brain networks: connectivity
mapping, topological characterization and test—retest reliability. Brain and behavior, 6(4), e€00448.

Watson D, Clark LA, Tellegen A. (1988). Development and validation of brief measures of positive and negative
affect: the PANAS scales. J Pers Soc Psychol. 54(6), 1063-70.

Yu, M., Linn, K. A., Shinohara, R. T., Oathes, D. J., Cook, P. A., Duprat, R., ... & Sheline, Y. I. (2019). Childhood
trauma history is linked to abnormal brain connectivity in major depression. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences, 116(17), 8582-8590.

Zhou, F., Zhao, W., Qi, Z., Geng, Y., Yao, S., Kendrick, K. M., ... & Becker, B. (2021). A distributed fMRI-based
signature for the subjective experience of fear. Nature Communications, 12(1), 1-16.

Zhutovsky, P., Zantvoord, J. B., Ensink, J. B., op den Kelder, R., Lindauer, R. J., & van Wingen, G. A. (2021).
Individual prediction of trauma-focused psychotherapy response in youth with posttraumatic stress disorder
using resting-state functional connectivity. Neuroimage: Clinical, 32, 102898.

-t

HRER1ER:

B0 1 BHMEE G bR SR A R U T YRR, KER A AR DR . R T
LK RN F DL R AT IR R ) 6 R g Bl R — AR B R LR R
LK P RS AR 2 T AR S RBOAE] T 0.9, KRIAE 3.2.3 R (B g N oK -
ZORBRMATVER 23 3 v, XA Ry A 2K 1 70 i ) B JRON 2 P [ VA v R R A 3
LR 1 1) R, LR e R A7 AE 2 T BRI R B A TSR, RIS B F AR TR US40 #T
HEE A, WRAGAEILR S, R 3 MEREAREN, BN N TS MK
KT R 5 2R U I S 2 A S BI AT . ZEIHS B AT B A O REA BRI R
B 5125 K T AN K ST RS LA R o, A ORHTE 78 1] S i L AR 7 A
IO A - e LYK ST 3K T S R L i 45 A R I e R 22 5%

IRz : R A f KA E ST

AT DL HE AN N B AT 1R T, 7 ZI K R EOCT 5 (VIF = 6.71),
U RS B AN EOKOT Z TR AE — B RE R AR o 45, WHIBR T NS AcR X
BOKFRE SRR 15V H RO R A 2 (36 2.4.1 B0 I RLBCH AR B0R 0 ROEUK P 2 5%
BRESIEF AR 0. 323 Firas R R 1 5N SRR ABNE 3).

FATH R A BEAT T MM B, BRI .

RV AR AR F ) ) A T LA ) LR S OKT R RO A R R A R AR, (2 B TR AR
BUNRBER TR RIS AR o ARRHIFFE AT AR 5 i SO AR BB P AR R
- NEUK-FIX R LE RN Z SR . 7 [ IESCHE #2818 1]

ot

It

HEER2EN:

4



VEE ARG A R T 2 AT BN A 1) o SBA — AN/ I R 00 T 25 4 I 2% () A e, — e
DT Htfs A 2 AMA K X 26 B A F T ARG R A AN 2 (K o B0 SCh )
TL G EANMERGE I 1) 71k, FAR S EURr SnT ISR IR .
[EIRZ: i A& S R

BT DTI Mg MAROK ST IR 25 005 B K I AR 4 o, ] R 3 4 AN AZTE B D i 4z
(Jones & Cercignani, 2010); 1fi2& T T1 ARG A /KT IS5 B S WX 8 AL 20 T AMAZE ST
NG TR AN Z 57 o AR KLS J7i i AMA SR 2% ol 1 E ik i
s ATDMAE TSR AR AN X 2 [ R 56 &R, S — PR AR K I 4H 23 ] 5 777 (Kong et al.,
2014).

BATV ITIETR 3 AT T AL R B BRI

A FH R T B AR A R AN A KT 4% T e R R AEAE O R R E. 45, 2010;
Jones & Cercignani, 2010); 1 {5 FH T1 AR A8 4K S5 R PR 248 AN G T AR 57, 318
RS T EA X IARA KNI T . BT FREUS, ARIET Shen 25 A\ (2013) HIASEAR 14 2
MBS R 2%, SR KL #UEAHLE (Kullback-Leibler divergence-based similarity,
KLS) K &b i X 2 (6] (0 G5 M T B8, AR R 4 I e . 12053 DA THEAS R TR AR
AN X Z B R FR, e FRERAE KN 2 24 P 5 777 (Kong et al., 2014). 7 [ WL IE ST A58
4155 6 ]

e BTN

Jones, D. K., & Cercignani, M. (2010). Twenty-five pitfalls in the analysis of diffusion MRI data. NMR in
Biomedicine, 23(7), 803-820.

Kong, X. Z., Wang, X., Huang, L., Pu, Y., Yang, Z., Dang, X, ... & Liu, J. (2014). Measuring individual
morphological relationship of cortical regions. Journal of neuroscience methods, 237, 103-107.

Xia, L., Wang, J. L., He, Y. (2010). Human connectome: Structural and functional brain networks. Chinese
Science Bulletin, 55(16), 1565-1583.

[, T4, BUK. (2010). ANOEEATIT: IS D 4%, #1527, 55(16), 1565-1583.]

E=R

3t

wmEEN:
A R NI —BONNEE R 7 b — e 3 0 B0 2 1), AR VOR RIS EFELLT
H—PE:

B 1: 1Z3CKH mass univariate (1) VBM FlE 24 IMRI ZE 94T, T51E & 55 6 7E ki B AZ 1)
Pl 2 Ao BH i FH B R0 DA % 22 3 LU O IR 1 V0L s
B R : BT 50 5 0 o FRATT TN I 23 B Pl 1 A AN 22 B LU B0 TR D7 VR INAE. 17 % B2
FIBEE . BRI

“VE: KRHARZEIKT p<0.005, FH/KT p<0.05 ) GRF £ ELLEHFIE. 7 [FEIIEX
K2 i 4, 211 fi113 1]

“VE: FHIEEEERIME p < 0.01, UMY S R A 2000 (X E AT p < 0.05. 7 [FEW
1ESCH 3 Rt R 2, 25 13 Fi 35 1]

BR 2: BTILEMBCFSEEREEMK, K 9-12 %) LE BN A AR 55 E T


https://www.sciengine.com/CSB/home
https://www.sciengine.com/CSB/home
https://www.sciengine.com/CSB/home

REERAR I U 2, BUUEF R a5 & LRSS 14 55 AT REM 2 1) A 3
Bk, AT R IR A S
EIRz: BEE FKME T EWN . RANCIEIESCH M AN MBS, BAAWT:

“HA, O REUEE SR T LB RIS FERE T R 5 CHE, 38 B B i s A
R AN 22 S RHAIE (Price et al., 2019) . 4 HTHFFT L A I L2 MUK 5 22 BOs AR o 55T i)
AR IEAR G (AR, AR AERERE R LB S R gt 2 R AR AL, W i RE T+ 15 (Funke
et al., 2017). 7EFPE)ZTH, FEREAE ) LB 7L AT A -4 Zx—sgit Ab to 3R 30 H I 25 4] 5 T RE IR S 8
B0, VBM BFFURIL, JLEAEEEEETE OFC. STG M1 GMV &3 KTl L
(Albaugh et al., 2017; De Bellis et al., 2002b; Liu et al., 2022) . — Wi (5T DTI 45 M4 1)
R A FOUINASE 2R (ORI 55 A B, T A0~ 100 S5 — S0 P 5 ) T 8% 30 ) 0 e - 5 ) A ol 8 7K T
(Yoo et al., 2022). b4k, rs-fMRI 70t R I IR X 8] FC 5% 5 LB AR KT XK.
BARTME, WERG00, W65 A1%) 5 98 0 W2 R THa 61 X 4 (U, RTAin) 2 (e i) FC
SRIE 5 )L AR R KT S 1EAH < (Perino et al., 2021), JFAE &2 T ) L 28 4% i A= FE /K F-(Qin et al.,
2014). 5 Bl R INRAL, AHEFeH ) LEE SOBR A 22 SG It 3 22 SR AR T R -1 S5t i X,
LW LE NS R A A Y F R T AL S, HAE— E T B 5 IR S 1) = 3
J9i 147 9% (Kribakaran et al., 2020). 7 [V RIESCF g4y, 26 17 7]

e BN

Albaugh, M. D., Nguyen, T. V., Ducharme, S., Collins, D. L., Botteron, K. N., D’Alberto, N., ... & Brain
Development Cooperative Group. (2017). Age-related volumetric change of limbic structures and subclinical
anxious/depressed symptomatology in typically developing children and adolescents. Biological psychology,
124, 133-140.

De Bellis, M. D., Keshavan, M. S., Shifflett, H., lyengar, S., Dahl, R. E., Axelson, D. A,, ... & Ryan, N. D. (2002b).
Superior temporal gyrus volumes in pediatric generalized anxiety disorder. Biological psychiatry, 51(7),
553-562.

Funke, R., Eichler, A., Distler, J., Golub, Y., Kratz, O., & Moll, G. H. (2017). Stress system dysregulation in
pediatric generalized anxiety disorder associated with comorbid depression. Stress and Health, 33(5),
518-529.

Kribakaran, S., Danese, A., Bromis, K., Kempton, M. J., & Gee, D. G. (2020). Meta-analysis of structural
magnetic resonance imaging studies in pediatric posttraumatic stress disorder and comparison with related
conditions. Biological Psychiatry: Cognitive Neuroscience and Neuroimaging, 5(1), 23-34.

Liu, Z., Hu, Y., Zhang, Y., Liu, W., Zhang, L., Wang, Y., ... & Yang, Z. (2021). Altered gray matter volume and
structural co-variance in adolescents with social anxiety disorder: evidence for a delayed and unsynchronized
development of the fronto-limbic system. Psychological Medicine, 51(10), 1742-1751.

Perino, M. T., Myers, M. J., Wheelock, M. D., Yu, Q., Harper, J. C., Manhart, M. F., ... & Sylvester, C. M. (2021).
Whole-brain resting-state functional connectivity patterns associated with pediatric anxiety and involuntary
attention capture. Biological Psychiatry Global Open Science, 1(3), 229-238.

Price, M., Legrand, A. C., Brier, Z. M., & Hébert-Dufresne, L. (2019). The symptoms at the center: Examining the
comorbidity of posttraumatic stress disorder, generalized anxiety disorder, and depression with network
analysis. Journal of psychiatric research, 109, 52-58.

Qin, S., Young, C. B., Duan, X., Chen, T., Supekar, K., & Menon, V. (2014). Amygdala subregional structure and
intrinsic functional connectivity predicts individual differences in anxiety during early childhood. Biological
psychiatry, 75(11), 892-900.

Yoo, C,, Park, S., & Kim, M. J. (2022). Structural connectome-based prediction of trait anxiety. Brain Imaging



and Behavior, 1-10.

SEmEe
FRBN: RIEHFE MBI, EBESR KR,

B 1 BHRRAEEAG, @RS
BIRZ: W EHAE I MEE B RE HIBS0y “9~12 &) LE N S HIX R e . oK
H 2SR HIES "

B 2: PAHCFERIRATERTT, I DA RIR < R4
IR : B A SN EFIEEE, HIE T HHERE, Wok “ZREI” « “athk
B O8N “HEREMT . iR .



